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General Education Committee

November 15, 2022
8:30 – 9:30 a.m.
Champ Hall Conference Room
Zoom (Statewide)

AGENDA
Call to Order – Matt Sanders
Approval of Minutes – October 18, 2022
Course Approvals/Removals/Syllabi Approvals
https://usu.curriculog.com/
BHU
BHU
CI
CI

OPDD 1750
RELS 1680
CMST 4200
PSY 4960

New Business
Additional Items
Adjourn:
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October 18, 2022
8:30 – 9:30 a.m.
Old Main Champ Hall - Zoom
Present:

Matt Sanders, College of Humanities and Social Sciences (Chair)
Christopher Scheer, Caine College of the Arts
Greg Podgorski, College of Science
Dory Rosenberg, University Libraries
Beth Buyserie, Communications Literacy/Intensive
Ryan Bosworth, Social Sciences
Keri Holt, Humanities
Toni Gibbons, Registrar’s Office
Tom Liljegren for Mykel Beorchia, University Advising
Sylvia Read, Emma Eccles Jones College of Education and Human Services
Scott Findley, Jon M. Huntsman School of Business
David Wall, Creative Arts
Harrison Kleiner, Associate Vice Provost, Connections
Karen Beard, S.J. & Jessie E. Quinney College of Natural Resources
Michele Hillard, Secretary
Robert Mueller, Statewide Campuses
Jim Bay, Life and Physical Sciences

Excused:

Kristine Miller, University Honors Program
John Mortensen, Office of the Executive Vice President
Thomas Fronk, College of Engineering
TBD, American Institutions
Steve Nelson, USU Eastern
Paul Barr, Office of the Provost
Clara Alder, USUSA President
David Brown, Quantitative Literacy/Intensive

Call to Order – Matt Sanders
Approval of Minutes – September 20, 2022
Motion to approve the September 20, 2022 minutes made by Greg Podgorski. Seconded by
Robert Mueller. Minutes approved as distributed.
Course Approvals/Removals/Syllabi Approvals
https://usu.curriculog.com/
No designations to review.
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New Business
Concerns over instructor qualifications and courses that seem to be moving outside of the
methods/topics for the instructor's home disciplines. We would like to propose revisiting a
proposal for addressing this issue that circulated (and passed) in the Gen Ed committee in 2017
but was opposed by the EPC. Address the issue of courses outside of the discipline. Drafted
some language for addressing this issue. The committee can evaluate the course to make sure
it meets the rubrics requirements. One a course has been approved there is no follow up or ongoing quality control. The second issue is the more difficult one. Gen Ed as a program does not
design the teaching. The first issue is on the incoming proposals. Proposed criteria (revised):
“When a Gen Ed area committee receives a proposal for a course designation from a
department whose “depth” designation differs from the designation proposed for the new
course, the proposer and department head must explain their reasons and resources for
offering the course. A department’s ability to consistently staff the proposed course with
appropriately trained instructors will factor into the designation decision.” This may not be
completely exempt from CL1 and CL2. Will this language be effective or can faculty justify it
even if they can’t deliver? Is there a cyclical review that has been considered? This is part of the
broader conversation that needs to be had. Tracking staffing might help in insuring that the
designation criteria is still being met. Support the idea of guardrail, gatekeeping of these
designations. Add this clause so that we don’t put the designation into a major. May need some
language that states “outside of the depth designation.” Keri Holt will craft some more language
and provide it to the committee before the next meeting. Feedback can be given an then it will
be discussed again at the next meeting. Matt Sanders will then take the language to the
Educational Policies Committee. If departments have qualified faculty to teach these courses
there really isn’t a problem.
Concerns about ensuring consistency of Breadth/Depth courses over time and the lack of any
mechanism to follow up to ensure these courses continue to meet the Breadth/Depth criteria.
We propose a pilot evaluation program for Breadth courses to experiment with methods for
ensuring consistency. Department heads should be included when a faculty member requests
teaching a general education designation.
Curriculog – Surprised by the language. Is it putting all the responsibility on the chair. Should
the chair be contacted before the proposal is submitted? Subcommittee chairs should not be
ultimate decision maker. Having the faculty review before submitting to Curriculog is becoming
cumbersome and difficult. Remove the top requirement but add language about interacting with
the subcommittee chair. Keep the “don’t submit the proposal until it has met the rubrics.”
Additional Items
Student gen ed appeal waived because of a minor they have. Need guidance on how to deal
with these types of requests. Sometimes the student hasn’t taken upper division classes. Not all
classes meet the outcomes. Waiving depth requirement because a minor – should or should it
not be done. There may be some equity issues. May need language in the catalog. Seems like
a slippery slope. Students are asked to take depth courses for a reason. A minor should not
make up for it. Is the decision dependent upon whether the courses are upper or lower division?
Have we inadvertently devalued minors? The idea is to get students outside of their major.
Throw this into the mix as the committee looks at the depth requirements. Look at ways to
satisfy depth requirements with certain minors. This seems like a reasonable solution. There
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have only been about 4-5 appeals in the last 5 years. A process needs to be put in place so that
this doesn’t get out of control. We can undo some roadblocks that will help students.
Adjourn: 9:30 am

